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Remarks 


Reconsideration of the above-captioned ^plicadoa is respectfully requested. All previously pending 
claims have been rejected based on substantive grounds. 

The claim objections and indefiniteness rejections have been corrected. Of relevance to the amended 
claims are the previous rejection of Oaim 4 (the limitations of which now appear in independent Claims 1 
and 11) under 35 U*S.C. §103 as being obvious over Zegelin et al. (USPN 6,694,430) combined with Lee 
et al. (USPN 6,728,531) and Camhi (USPN 5,825,283), and of Claim 20 as being obvious over Zegelin et 
al* and Lee et al. Tivlependent Claim 31 has been canceled, and independeiu Claim 30 has been amended 
to recite a camera system that is not taught or suggested in any other applied references. Support for 
amended Claim 30 can be found at page 7, third fiill paragr^h. 

Accordingly, with respect to Claims 1 and 11, the examiner has alleged that Camhi, "column 16, 
lines 32" (it is believed that the examiner is referring to col. 16, lines 16-32) teaches automatically sending 
received data "at a predetermined point" . What Camhi actually teaches is uploading vehicle information when 
a collision is sensed, independently of remaining memory capacity, which indeed Camhi does not appear to 
contemplate. In contrast, Claims 1 and 1 1 now require automatic data transmission if the first memorv means 
exceeds a predetermined threshold (Claim 1) or if a data amount in the memorv module violates a threshold 
(Claim 1 1). Accordingly, the proposed combination of references would not arrive at Claims 1 and IL 

Ck)nsider next Claim 20, which requires, in a wireless device, instructing an operational file to select . 
a destination and then sending received data using the wireless module to the selected destination. The Office 
Action alleges that Lee et al., col. 11, lines 48-53 and col. 12, lines 39-49 teaches this aspect. Applicant 
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respectfully does aot believe this to be the case. It appears that Lee et al. is directed to allowing a user of 
a wireless device to select sources of data to be downloaded, not destinations to ^ich data may be uploaded. 

The fact that Applicant has focussed its comments distinguishing the present claims from the applied 
references and countering certain rejections must not be construed as acquiescence in other portions of 
rejections not specifically addressed* 

The Examiner is cordially invited to telephone the undersigned at (619) 338-8075 for any reason 
which would advance the instant application to allowance. 


Respectfully submitted » 



John L. Rogitz \ 
Registration No. 33,549 
Attorney of Record 
750 B Street, Suite 3120 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Telephone: (619)338-8075 
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